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Language Arts Literacy - 75%
Mathematics -62%
Attendance -94%
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New Jersey Department of Education
Most of the data represented here are taken from a New Jersey public school district.



Achieve School

100 Main Stree

Case Study

2005 Minimum
Performance Targets

PERCEPTION DATA

Language Arts Literacy - 75%
Mathematics -62%
Attendance -94%

SCHOOL PROCESSES - MATHEMATICS

2003 PARENT SU RVEY 2003 Parent Survey Response Rate
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District Factor Group (DFG):

Achieve School District is in DFG “A.” Districts are grouped so that each group will consist of districts having factor
scores within an interval of one tenth of the distance between the highest and lowest scores. DFG “A” is the lowest score.

Seven items are used to achieve the DFG index. The items used to achieve the DFG index include:
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Percent of population with no high school diploma
Percent of population with some college
Occupation

Population density

Income

Unemployment

Poverty

assistance and an after school program.
Parent involvement is a critical factor in the
success of the program.

Implementation

The district has delayed implementation to
all elementary schools due to the initial
cost factors involved—one tutor per
building, textbooks, manipulatives and
professional development.

MATHEMATICS PILOT

A new mathematics program was implemented in five of the nine
elementary schools over the past two years. In 2000-2001, School A2 and
B3 initiated the program followed by School A1, C4 and T9 in 2001-2002.
Results from the 2001-02 administration of the ESPA show that only two of
the nine elementary schools are meeting state mathematics performance
targets. Preliminary results using district assessments have been
promising.

Program Description

In the 2003-04 school year, the pilot will be expanded to all nine elementary
schools in the district. The pilot uses standards-based curricula including
Everyday Mathematics for kindergarten through grade five and Connected
Mathematics for grades six through eight. These programs are endorsed by
the National Science Foundation and the National Council of Teachers of
Mathematics because of their organization, child-friendly presentation,
rigorous development of content understanding, and alignment with NCTM
standards. Both programs are aligned with the NJ CCCS. The district
initiates and facilitates ongoing discussion on vertical and horizontal
articulations by engaging all building level teachers in the alignment of the
mathematics curriculum that addresses state, local, and national standards.
District level articulations are used.

Our goal is to provide both the environment and experience that will enable
all students to develop a deep conceptual understanding of mathematics.
The program includes 75 minutes of mathematics instruction daily for
students in kindergarten through grade 5; and 60 minutes for students in
grades 6 through 8. The focus of mathematics instruction at all levels is
problem solving.

Professional Development

The pilot includes twenty-five hours of professional development for all
kindergarten through grade eight teachers. This staff development makes
direct connections to the learning goals of the school/district and an analysis
of student achievement data in order to significantly enhance the delivery of
curriculum and instruction. The pilot uses research-based teaching
strategies to support student learning. Support is available for classroom
practices (e.g., modeling, coaching, peer observations, mentoring) of the
strategies from resource teachers and model math teachers.

New Jersey Department of Education

Most of the data represented here are taken from a New Jersey public school district.




CW St‘/wb’ 2005 Minimum
DISTRICT MATHEMATICS ACHIEVEMENT DATA Performance

District

Bt Targets
Proud, New Jersey
NOTE: All results combine proficient and advanced proficient. Mathe matics 62%
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New Jersey Department of Education
Most of the data represented here are taken from a New Jersey public school district.



Achieve Scho Case Stu,dy 2005 Minimum
Performance Targets
DISTRICT LAL ACHIEVEMENT DATA

Language Arts Literacy - 75%
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